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^ Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 
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If Yes, provide a brief description: 



Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 
NF, 05-01-2008 



Claims discussed: 
45-82 



Prior art documents discussed: 

Walker (6,024,640 A); Schneier (5,871,398 A). 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

^ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 



M. D. H./ 

Examiner, Art Unit 3714 

(Applicant/Applicant's Representative Signature - if appropriate) 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-413B) 



Application No. 10/672,307 



Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: The 
examiner, on 06-26-2009, wanted to see clarification of the game session information, first wager information, gaming 
information, and gaming code. This was done by the applicants' proposed amendments citing the first wager 
information including a first wager amount, receiving gaming information including data representing an outcome, and 
executing code at the gaming device in which the gaming information is used to present an outcome to a player; this 
was done for all the independent claims. The examiner also wanted elm. 65, receiving the gaming outcome, and elm. 
67, receiving periodic activation information, in independent form, as they seemed the most significant in light of '640. 
Mr. Glade had faxed proposed amendments along these lines on 06-29-2009. The examiner requested permission to 
change the proposed amendments to provide antecedent basis for "a first remote gaming server" from "the first remote 
gaming server" and change "personal gaming device" to "portable gaming device" to be more consistent for 
independent claims 45, 77, and 82. Mr. Glade sent a return fax on 06-30-2009 authorizing these minor changes to the 
proposed amendments. 



